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Young, Katie

From:
Sent: Friday, July 2, 2021 9:39 AM
To: Making Our Mark
Cc: Insinna, Tom; Wayne Redekop; Bradley, Jim
Subject: Comments in regards to Sustainable Region

Hello 
 
I attended the webinar on the proposed new Official Plan Sustainable Region on June 23/21. I have 
also attended previous events on this topic.  
 
I recognize the work and dedication staff have put into this project, however I have multiple concerns 
about direction of this plan and omission of key details. 
 
 
Indigenous Community 
 
Where is their presence in any of this? 
 
 
Climate Change 
 
I believe that Climate Change has not been as prominent as it should be in driving this plan. Given 
what happened in Lytton this past week and the extraordinary weather events in Niagara over the 
past decade I think this should be the number one priority. I don’t believe the plan as it stands now 
addresses enough of the issues. Sustainability of natural resources and new buildings are key. There 
has to be a bigger emphasis on  mitigation and adaptation strategies particularly for transit, 
watershed planning and especially the Natural Heritage System and agriculture. Destroying wetlands 
and trees and other important habitats is in reality reducing our resiliency. Cutting down trees and 
saying you are planting more isn’t a good solution given that it takes trees 15 years to acquire carbon 
sequestering ability. In other cases wetlands have been offset with storm management ponds. These 
areas in spite of all that is said are essentially devoid of biodiversity. Buffers are also sadly 
inadequate. Many other regions that take climate change seriously have buffers of 120 metres. In 
Niagara we are fortunate to get 30 metres and the amount of human disturbance threatens these 
habitats with pollution from various sources. Lack of policy and enforcement are key reasons. Time is 
running out for us to develop strategies and respond to this upcoming crisis.  
 
 
Source Water Protection 
 
The basics of life include clean air and water. We can’t survive without them. Relying on 
municipalities to have the expertise and the will to deal with higher level threats and actions is 
inadequate. We are at the tipping point and more importance needs to be given to this area 
immediately.  
 
 
Natural Heritage System 
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Mapping needs to be done first. Who is doing the mapping? Ground truthing needs to be done.  
 
Given climate change why is the region even considering 3B? The only safe option is 3C+. As Sean 
Norman mentioned several times there isn’t much difference between 3B and 3C. Shouldn’t we err on 
the side of caution? And frankly there is a lot of difference. 3B benefits developers, 3C benefits the 
health and well-being of the citizens of the region. Niagara is one of the areas mentioned in a study 
by Nature Conservancy Canada as being in an eco-crisis (see link below). It is not good enough to 
exceed provincial standards. The residents of Niagara deserve more protection. It is after all only 
1.5% of land. There should be no appeal process by developers, who will use natural events like 
Emerald Ash Borer to their advantage.  
 
Shouldn’t a cost-benefit analysis be done to find out how much money a Natural Heritage System 
actually save the community of Niagara? Requiring all the municipalities to have a Natural Assets 
Plan is a good solution https://mnai.ca/ . 
 
It should be obvious to everyone how much the natural areas in Niagara have been a source of 
therapy, wellness and enjoyment during the stressful time of the pandemic. Shouldn’t the region be 
looking to expand these areas rather than reduce them given the expected increase in population 
growth? 
 
 
Flaws with the Environmental Impact Studies 
 
I was surprised, along with many others that you did not respond to my question at the webinar on 
June 23/21 about what will be done to fix the EIS process. Here are some key points: 
* the EIS is paid for by the developer. I can’t imagine a developer paying for an EIS that won’t allow 
them to build  
* what does qualified biologist or environmental planner mean? What are the appropriate 
qualifications? Why isn’t this process regulated. This shows a real need for option 3C+. 
* there is a lack of qualified experts at the region, NPCA, and municipalities to properly assess EIS. 
MNRF staff are not allowed to do site visits. 
* What is the penalty for an incomplete or inaccurate EIS?  
 
It is shocking to know that a PSW in Fonthill is under threat of development. Also note that the condo 
that recently collapsed in Miami was built on a wetland.  
 
Essential the peer review process is not functional. In some cases  Many of the proposed 
developments in Niagara that are opposed by the community are as a result of the numerous flaws in 
this process. This process needs to be fixed and many of us are waiting for a response about this 
issue. 
 
 
Some sources to consider 
 
https://www.ctvnews.ca/climate-and-environment/crisis-ecoregions-climate-change-is-threatening-
these-nine-places-in-canada-1.5341887?fbclid=IwAR00J21_biPwLYFotGFzKVK8ju4npkgBMNAmipj-
9IeXSCp68tsUpQ7whDY 
 
https://www.cnn.com/2021/06/07/world/carbon-dioxide-highest-level-intl-hnk/index.html  
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https://thenarwhal.ca/climate-change-solutions-science-advances/ 
 
 
 
Marcie Jacklin 

 
Fort Erie, Ontario 
Recipiant of the Stan Hodgkiss Outdoorsperson of the Year Award 2021 https://cwf-
fcf.org/en/explore/awards/winners/2021/stan-hodgkiss-award.html?src=PR 
 
 




